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GENERAL LEAVE 

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on special order of the 30th an-
niversary of title IX. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KENNEDY of Minnesota). Is there objec-
tion to the request of the gentlewoman 
from Hawaii? 

There was no objection.
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HOMELAND SECURITY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

KENNEDY of Minnesota). Under a pre-
vious order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. SOUDER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, I apolo-
gize for missing my earlier time slot. 
We were meeting with President Uribe 
of Colombia, the President-elect of Co-
lombia, and we were very encouraged 
with his words on how he plans to ad-
dress terrorism inside Colombia, 
narcoterrorism funded by American 
drug consumption. I am pleased for his 
initiatives and his intention to in-
crease the Colombian contribution to 
the military and antidrug efforts in Co-
lombia to address some of the concerns 
this Congress has had as far as who is 
involved in their armed forces and to 
have it more democratically spread 
through their country and his deter-
mination and will to fight the 
narcoterrorists in Colombia. 

As I had mentioned yesterday on this 
floor, our subcommittee on govern-
ment reform as well as other sub-
committees and tomorrow the full 
committee will be starting to address 
the Department of Homeland Security. 
I wanted to raise a few other issues 
this evening. One in particular has to 
do with visa clearance, as we have 
learned, that really the Department of 
Homeland Security is more aptly 
called the Department of Border Secu-
rity for Catastrophic Security. In other 
words, it has predominantly to deal 
with the meeters and greeters, those 
people as they are coming through 
ports of entry, as they are coming in 
airports, as they are crossing borders, 
as they are making decisions to come 
to the United States, and the primary 
concern of this department is cata-
strophic terrorism, not day-to-day ter-
rorism. If you look at it in that sense, 
that is why the President has chosen to 
put the agencies that he has inside the 
Department of Homeland Security. 

But there are a number of things that 
we need to look at hard in Congress. In 
section 403, visa issuance, it says in the 
proposed legislation that exclusive au-
thority to issue regulations with re-
spect to, administer and enforce the 
provisions of this act and all other im-
migration and nationality laws relat-
ing to the functions of diplomatic and 
consular offices of the United States 
will be given to this department, but it 
says, through the Secretary of State. 

One fundamental question is, why are 
the people who are making the visa de-
cisions at the embassies not considered 
part of the homeland security since 
otherwise the people at the Border Pa-
trol, the Customs, the INS and others 
who are making those decisions at the 
border are merely reacting to what has 
been cleared at the embassy? Secretary 
of State Powell has objected with sev-
eral comments and I wanted to respond 
to those. 

He says that the Secretary of State 
and the State Department no longer 
have command over employees at the 
embassy. Of course not. There are 
other people who work at our embas-
sies abroad, DEA, for example, and 
other agencies of the United States 
Government, the Defense Department, 
who work through our embassies and 
are not the direct employees of the 
Secretary of State. They have different 
missions. In this case, visa clearance, 
in my opinion, is a homeland security 
question predominantly and second-
arily a foreign affairs question. And 
where it is a foreign affairs question in 
the case of China, the Secretary of 
State should be weighing in; but where 
it is a homeland security question, 
that person ought to be a line person in 
the Department of Homeland Security. 

He says there would be conflicting in-
formation and guidelines for visa adju-
dication policy. No, there are currently 
conflicting things. Both the Justice 
Department and the State Department 
input and quite frankly homeland secu-
rity ought to be the preeminent con-
cern and then other political interests 
should be a concern. 

He says the Secretary of State’s abil-
ity to set foreign policy would be lim-
ited, only limited based on terrorism. 
The next question would be, Would this 
diminish the role of American ambas-
sadors? No more than having DEA and 
other Defense Department personnel 
and other Commerce Department per-
sonnel in the embassy. We all recognize 
the importance of each ambassador 
being the American voice in those 
countries. No matter who works in 
that embassy, no matter who visits as 
a Member of Congress, our job is to 
back up the American voice in that 
country and not to cause cognitive dis-
sonance in those countries. I do not be-
lieve it undermines the ambassador, I 
do not believe it undermines the Sec-
retary of State, but if we are serious 
that this is at least the Department of 
Border Security, then we need to make 
sure that visa clearance comes under 
the Department of Homeland Security. 

I also wanted to address a few ques-
tions related to Customs and illustrate 
a few points and challenges we have 
there. Clearly Customs is patrolling 
the border. This picture is one that I 
took along the Canadian border east of 
Blaine, Washington. This is Cascades 
National Park coming up on this side, 
which is further to the east. You can 
see the Canadian border running along 
here, a ditch that you could maybe 
sprain your ankle if you were running 

fast, but basically it is a completely 
unprotected border. Furthermore when 
you go in through the mountains, it is 
even less protected. As we tighten the 
borders at the crossings, we have to ad-
dress the broader questions of how we 
are going to deal with the border; and 
if we overtighten at the crossing which 
will also restrict commerce, not only 
will we push it to the east in some 
cases, to the west in others and in the 
mountains and into the water, we also 
will have slowed down commerce. So it 
is important to understand that while 
the primary mission of the customs de-
partment in homeland security will be 
security, it is also important that they 
keep the trade moving. 

We will continue to discuss this in 
committee and on the floor because it 
is very important we maintain the bal-
ance in Customs and Coast Guard in 
addition to homeland security for trade 
and other missions that they have.

f 

MEDICARE PRESCRIPTION DRUG 
BENEFIT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Ar-
kansas (Mr. ROSS) is recognized for 60 
minutes. 

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, for the next 
hour I plan to visit with the Members 
of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, and other Members will 
be joining me throughout this hour, to 
talk about the need to truly modernize 
Medicare, to include medicine for our 
seniors. This is something that both 
parties have talked a lot about. They 
have talked about it for years. Yet we 
continue to live in a society where to-
day’s Medicare, if you really stop and 
think about it, is designed for yester-
day’s medical care. What I mean by 
that is I recently encountered an elder-
ly woman in Glenwood, Arkansas, in 
my congressional district who is a re-
tired pharmacist who just happened to 
have been a relief pharmacist at the 
pharmacy that my family used in Pres-
cott, Arkansas, when I was a small 
child growing up there. She talked 
about how if she filled a prescription 
and it cost more than $5, she would go 
ahead and fill the next prescription 
while she tried to build up enough 
courage and confidence to go out and 
tell the patient that their medicine 
was going to cost $5. My, my, how 
times have changed. How times have 
changed and indeed today’s Medicare 
really is designed for yesterday’s med-
ical care. 

I have stepped across the aisle and 
voted with my Republican Members 
probably as many times as any Demo-
crat in this Chamber. So I think I can 
say with some credibility and with 
some respect that when it comes to the 
need to provide our seniors with a pre-
scription drug benefit, in my opinion 
the Republicans are dead wrong on this 
issue. This is coming from a conserv-
ative Democrat from south Arkansas, 
one who has crossed over that aisle and 
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